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For articles that require revision, a response to reviewers document must first be prepared. This document should include a table containing the reviewer comments, suggestions, and the corresponding author responses, along with the revised manuscript text. The edited version of the manuscript should be uploaded to the system separately as a full-text file. The following points should be considered in preparing this document:
● A table should be created by the authors for each reviewer’s comment and suggestion, and the authors’ responses and thoughts on each point should be clearly indicated.
● The revised version of the manuscript, in which all changes (additions, deletions, or modifications) are highlighted in RED, should be appended to the end of the Response to Reviewers Document. Deletions should be shown using red strikethrough text.
● The author responses corresponding to each reviewer suggestion should follow the comment table. If a suggestion is not accepted, the reason for rejection must be explained clearly.
● This process should be repeated after every round of revisions requested by the reviewers.
We recommend that authors follow this format when responding to reviewer comments. This allows editors and reviewers to clearly see which response was given by the author(s) to which reviewer comment, and significantly facilitates the evaluation process for section editors. A sample response table is provided below. Each reviewer comment and the corresponding response should be listed in a new row of the table.
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